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proofs.     For Grote  maintains  that  a narrative  of credible
incidents raises of itself no more presumption (in default of
positive testimony) that the incidents occurred, than does a
composition of Defoe: he says that it is plausible fiction and
nothing more,*    He considers even the highest measure of in-
trinsic probability to be of itself insufficient to justify one's
believing that any of the facts related really occurred; it can only
make one admit that they may perhaps have occurred.   An asser-
tion may be made, he observes, of a thing entirely probable,
which yet BO one need credit, as if a man should assert that
rain fell in Massachusetts on the day of the battle of Platsea.
Here Grote seems to be a little hard on the myths,   For, first,
it is very difficult to distinguish between plausible fiction (of
the kind, for example, to which Defoe's History of the Plague
belongs) and genuine history, in dealing with*the records come
down from ancient and uncritical ages ; since extrinsic evidence
thus preserved and transmitted is as likely to   be jrtausible
fiction as any other credible narrative, and we have very scanty
means of actually sifting or testing any evidence whatever as
to particular events or persons.    If we may only receive as
credible those ancient narratives which could not possibly turn
out to be vsry plausible fiction, we shall be hard pushed for
the trustworthy authentication of much early history, religious
and secular.    Secondly, the example of the supposed assertion
as to simultaneous rainfall at Platcea and in Massachusetts is
hardly fair.    A man's assertion of an isolated fact of which he
could not possibly have any positive knowledge, either directly
or by hearsay, is a very different thing from affirming credible
facts which might reasonably, and according to   the known
habits of the people who relate the facts, have been handed
down by tradition from the persons who witnessed them to
those who related them.    And, lastly, I venture to think that
Grote's   purely   sceptical   attitude   ignores  a   great  deal  of
collateral evidence in favour of myths being ordinnrily formed
round a nucleus  of facts, any other formation being escep-
tionaL    At any rate, if one may rely upon comparative ob-
servation of the growth of myths in various parts of a country
* History of Greece, Chapter XYL, page 413, small edition.